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meet with a favourable reception in England, Digby had found
that the ministers of Philip III. were not indisposed to redress
the grievances of which he was instructed to complain. As

soon as he could obtain a hearing, he presented a
chants' " memorial, in which the wrongs done to the English
grievances. merchants were sef. down in detail,1 and he threatened
the Spaniards with the severe displeasure of his master if justice

were not done.  He was met with abundant promises
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of compliance, and orders were immediately given
that the cases should be brought to a speedy decision. In
some of the more recent ones, where the tribunals had not yet
taken cognizance of the supposed offences, commands were
issued that the goods which had been seized by the King's
officers should at once be restored to their owners.

Digby was not content, as Cornwallis had been, with merely
demanding justice, and reporting his good or bad success from
x6ia time to time to his Government Immediately upon
Digby in- his arrival at Madrid he set himself to investigate the
thfSuS causes of the evils complained of, and did his best to
eluTcom- devise a remedy against their recurrence. He was not
plained of. }ong jn discovering that they were the almost inevitable
result of the Spanish judicial system. Whenever, in consequence
of a real or supposed infringement of the customs' law, sentence
was given in the local courts against & merchant, the property
in question was immediately confiscated and divided into three
equal parts, which were assigned respectively to the King,
the judge, and the informer. Thus it happened that the
interest of the judge would lead him to pronounce sentence
for the Crown whenever the case was sufficiently doubtful to
give him an excuse for doing so. It was true that an appeal
lay to the Courts at Madrid, and that not only were these
courts notorious for their integrity, but as a matter of fact,
scarcely a single instance had occurred since the peace, in
which an Englishman had appealed to them without obtaining
a sentence in his favour. But their forms of procedure were
extremely wearisome, and it was seldom that a case was before

1 Digby to Salisbury, Dec. 29, 1611, S. P. Sp.